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REMARKS 

Claims 1-4 and 6-15 are pending in this application. By this Amendment, claims 1 and 
10 have been amended. Claim 5 has been cancelled. No new matter has been added. It is 
submitted that this Amendment is fully responsive to the Office Action dated October 10 5 2007. 
Please reconsider this application in view of the above amendments and the following remarks. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §102 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-13 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by 
Tanaka et al (JP 09-068605). Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Examiner indicated that Tanaka, in at least Figure 1 and paragraphs 6 and 7, discloses a 
lens array sheet (1) having a plurality of pyramid- shaped projections (3) or recesses on a surface 
of its transparent base material film (4). 

To eliminate this rejection, the feature of claim 5 is incorporated into claim 1, and the 
width "s" between adjacent projections or recesses is restricted to more than 0% and not more 
than 50% of the length "a". 

Addition of "more than 0%" is based on Fig. 5A, Fig. 5B, Fig. 5C, Fig. 6A, Fig. 6B and 
Fig. 6C. As illustrated in these figures, the width "s" between adjacent projections or recesses is 
obviously more than 0%. 
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The reason for addition of "more than 0%" is proved by attached document: "Declaration 
under 37 C.F.R. §1.132." 

When using as a light condensing plate composed of a lens array sheet formed with a 
plurality of projections or recesses on one surface of a transparent base material film so that the 
width "s" is more than 0% and not more than 50% of the length "a" the luminance of an organic 
electroluminescence element improves. 

Tanaka fails to teach the width "s" between adjacent projections or recesses is more than 
0% and not more than 50% of the length "a". 

As such, Tanaka does not anticipate nor render obvious claim 1. 

For above reasons the rejection of claim 1 and the claims dependent thereof under 35 
U.S.C. § 102 should be withdrawn. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 14 and 15 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tanaka et al, in view of Cok (USPN 701 1420). 

The Examiner indicated that Tanaka discloses a transparent substrate composed of lens 
array sheet as set forth in claim 1 of the present application, and it fails to disclose the substrate 
to be used in conjunction with an organic electroluminescence element. In order to compensate 
for this deficiency of Tanaka, the Examiner cites Cok. 
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However, for the above-said reasons, Tanaka does not anticipate nor render obvious 
claim 1. Furthermore, Cok can be overcome as prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) because the 
claimed foreign priority date of the present application is August 13, 2002; hence, the invention 
in the present application was made by August 13, 2002 at the latest. In contrast, the U.S. filing 
date for Cok reference is September 4, 2002. Therefore, the date, August 13, 2002, on which the 
present invention was made is earlier than the date, September 4, 2002, on which the application 
for Cok was filed in the United States. In order to prove this fact, Applicants enclose a 
translated priority certificate. 

Accordingly, Cok has been overcome as prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Further, 
there is no reasonable basis to believe that the invention of Cok was known or used in United 
States before the applicants' invention was made. Accordingly, the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 
103 based on Cok should be withdrawn. 

In view of the aforementioned amendments and accompanying remarks, Applicants 
submit that the claims, as herein amended, are in condition for allowance. Applicants request 
such action at an early date. 

If the Examiner believes that this application is not now in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is requested to contact Applicants' undersigned attorney to arrange for an interview to 
expedite the disposition of this case. 



Application No. : 1 0/524, 1 1 7 
Attorney Docket No.: 052137 
Response 

If this paper is not timely filed, Applicants respectfully petition for an appropriate 
extension of time. The fees for such an extension or any other fees that may be due with respect 
to this paper may be charged to Deposit Account No. 50-2866. 



TEB/RYR/adp 

Enclosures: Declaration under 37 C.F.R. § 1.132 

Certified copy of English translation of non-English language Japanese 
application 



Respectfully submitted, 
Westerman, Hattori, Daniels & Adrian, LLP 
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Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 59,274 
Telephone: (202) 822-1100 
Facsimile: (202) 822-1111 



